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Boar *«• Buff t 

^ou Rudlod aa a C30py of your latter of tho 14th to counsel but you delayed 
moillrv? hin tho origLi*!!, tho onl^' co?y with tho five newly-dis closed puj^oa of 
rocorda portainia^ to tho iissosa jiatlon of Dr* ^Ing. Aa aoon aa Iio did get triom ho 
rr.ado oo,)ie3 and sent thtan to TJioy have Juat reached me. ^ou have again auccoodod 
In It virtually Impossible for ao to coaouiucato wltli oy counsel la tiuiO for 

him to do ani'thbxg before the scheduled atatus coll* 

Can it possible be that Haaganondca requires you to be so irdsombly choap» with 
a mere five pa^s of socroxin^ Can it bo tluit you and ^paziazsent counsel continue to 
fool ontLrody iiimasie In violating the apeclfic ir.structloa of tho ^oort w±t.h rciprd 
to this onttor and piMctiset a directivo with which ^eportiaent counsel protlaed to 
abide? 

Five years ago in this case tlie <^paz3mt has boen able to stall for znoro than 
five years tho Deporteont agreed to send css a sopeirato copy of eveiything# I offered 
to pay the costfi» but the ^pfurjasiit did not accept ny offer. It »Ud aetid rae evoiythingf 
until Hr. Cols b(>can)0 ccuncel. ""e then* urrQatcrallyT^S^bil^^ thin ngjreemcnt. fhe 

more stftl7ing and wore delays, mo#e totally unnecossar:/ cardaljipo and coats 
for my counoel and mst and more lixterfercnce in our limited ability to uaka proper 
fxnd tiooly responses* 

I had loy oomaol raise this in court whan tho *^epartfaont igfiored i^y protests and 
tho Judge did direct that I bo sent a couy of everything. Only once again It hes not 
happened. 

If Bspax&oat rjt>iuuiol did not Inf 021 a you» which hd sliould have lon6» you still 
have tho long practise of your office and tho knoviledge of the aeiabers of your ntrXf 
\A)o have boon involved in this case, as well as your own records. Ticre is no excuse 
for youi^vlolation of tho agrecLient and tho iiiatructiona of tl^c court. 



Y 4 u also contiauii to a oid ap.XKila I have filo'lf cpi-oala that include tlio one 
r«>oo2M 11014 w}jicli you provide aoao of tho extensive withho^Uingat tJiat are and alwayo 
MCX9 itiproper. '‘his record ia th-- Bo-caUed Hurphy report of tlM CHD, pieparatoiy to 
tha iuvodtigation. 

aoffij yo<vra ago tbo asked that “r. 3hoa he involved ia this littjpitton. 

In on effort to facdlitato couplijnoa and to do vdiat thf^ Jud^ dosiied* after n&atintj 
id.th *'ir» Jhaa pcovldod witii an extensive aueunt of infoiwation» cs’jrcfaliy aocu“ 

mental ap enla. ? 6 r tlw riotrt part theso leaain entirely isoorod. Where “r. i*oa did 
not isiioro tlwB, for tlie prjt idiat ho decided «as and rsBaina ignorad. 5 !ha amount 

of work iuiwlvod in tl*i» for ropreeento-i hy the two file drawers these ap-eals 

fill, \ihcro tl’jsae appeals pertained to this liurjlv report you continue to ignoro tiioca, 
apiarontly so you oan pretend to bavjiom irivat the ^udgo directed. It io a mfiliX 
false pratonaOf ljo.«jV 8 r# 

i huvo raaci ovexy word of thooo fiv© Tl»ro is aboolut^ly notldiv; 1-^ 

is no lon6*er withheld that in any way or at any tiew Justified eny;^ withholnine. MifiatHSJiX 
whothor bl or 7C or 0. i'hia also appears to be largely true of what you continue 

to witVhold. nuich of which is ia the public docaia* 

Throu«i»ut thin lone litijiB'ion, mads lo::g ty the hopartment, 1 have regularly 
aated that 301:0 effort Ua nadu to as=*»tain what in domain bo that iinprvper 

^dthholiUnfin to «Ud.«iaod in this i.poraait hintofical caso. 1 uavo made offers to help 
that woi« not accepted. So» you contlnuG to withhold what the TJi itself devoted itself 
to loakin*; for aony years, to too preso, to Fdl pawns in the Congress and to B'-ivate 
persons. I detailed some of these efforts and some of this nasty diatnfoinatlon material 
In my 1971 bock, "PraBo-ilp." Shat Information and that lea)dj:ig is not *nJoievn and is 
and for years has been witliln the public d&iain, ainoe prior to this litigation. In 
addition, SI is jaaterinl teewno Imo'.ai by locking; by those to #1012 ths FHt diatributod 
ooxrf.00. 3 orao, tlio Ccngroeaional oowdttaoa, taiidB sotae of the Ipfomatloa public 



l)y cfficlal actioiXf aow scro loaklng< 



Ono of the i':portant cattiTs on which your office haa not acted ia the PHI 'a 
ahofclute refusal to nakc a proper seurcli to coi;;piy wlt'i tlie Xtoao of tlia request that 
portoiii to iiiformtion oroTrlded to otlwr viritom. ‘The PHtJqi has a lone oerios of 94 
files portoinin^jA® tho prosa and its leaks, including to the Congresn. It also haa 
94 on individual uzitoirs* Tot it” haa steadfastly rofuaod to soarch tlxxa and you 

hOM coiitinua to withJ»ld tl;e kind of inforoation that tho Pitt has not w?.tldiel<I for 
nany yeax*s» i.’icludinj'i ia this liiatant cauijo* 

Kw fif ih withholding ou page 36 ia of tho uama of a newapapox- to which tlw PHI 
haa lockud^or yours, tlio Washington Post* The F2L has even disclosed ita intorcessiona 
with th'j Poot to dsaasui publication, ^^y 1y7t publication includes details ixjrtainlr^ 
to t(4> Pi-'St and tl» Pitt's l en l ring a Intondod to liacm Dr. IflLng. 

Why you at this lata date would oonsldor that tlio 7C n ia proper aod ntM^ssazy 
1 cannot begin to laasina. You certainly cannot have nado any bwlt».ntrlnfr test on n. 
And the laifomation is public tn any evoat, oo idy bother with w6t3iholdln<T at all? 
fixcopt to hassle oe and tho Judge and paopotuato litleation tiio DeoiSrtnent 
forced. 

it tiiLs lute dcite, long after publicatioa of a book baaed <m fllee discloewl by 
toe I'ltt. you ucii ti I ' l U i ' j to idLthitold Ihxm ct> rdrat was ^^Ssclosod to titls othf-u? wr4tor 
whose hook or. what the iitt did to ■hr. dixig not untwigaiial to the prtsent PH 
in tiiat it I'oprecanta that those zesponsihla for these abuses aie of tlw) past and in 
other ohortoociings. inoludin ; not ualn;; aouo ef what ^ riade availablo aft« 9 a: it wa.-’i 
diodosod to u» in t is i T i itant cause. Cno such matter la still wlthh-ld by you. It 
is on pago 36 that tho saacjlngly proptsr claim la oaJe/to 7D to withhold tlw* 
nane of tho PHL's infoxoer. Whils it is always poauiblo that them were mom th^n oco. 
She iduatifi oBtion o6 th-s SCld-headquartoro infoiccr, the infoimer who olao flew to 
• r^phia witli iiiig, has been It-own for yexars. Ha is identified as itarrioon in the 

book xuf.irrad to abovo, David ^arrow's "The PHI and I-JaJitin LuthaS^lng, Jr.” 

Otlisr Ird’ornoors idantifiod to him dospito cy appeals from the withhol<lirigs from 



030 are iioaphio juiforaors Dr. Vasco Uaitli euid liia \di*o, iUiXino. T)ieir file nurab*:>r 3 » 
diocloood to Harrow and withhold froji do, ato 170-49 and 170-55. Still another 
i^arot^ila l^iforraer identified to Gar row but; not to lao is filed as 170-^. He is 
Jesse H. Tuwior. (in Atlanta Janes Hariloon was Infoirver AT 1507-S*) 

How you can now be pretending; to conply with tho judije^a instructionsf as 3 ^u 

do in your covoring lottert while you continue to \d.thholcl frm/m and xaako phoney 

exception o l ii i ias for what you long ago diaU.osed to GorroVf \ihoae bool^ was out long 

bdforo your letter on^i had extensive media attention oven before puhlicationt I do 

not understand. I remind you also that the FHI disclosed to Gorrow in Doro detail what 

it had earlier disclosed to Edwaid ttpstein» ’li’udore,’* its to]>lGtel Solxlot infoiiaer 

the 

at the UK. This includs8/”FedoiB" xiona and other idontifierB. Tliero also is the matter 
of code name **3010” and the Childs orotberd. rjart of tho Justification of this incrodi- 
ble FBI campaign against Dr. ttingf ;d.th total withholding from me even aftex' disclosure 
to and ixiblication by Garrow. 

In this COSO these tidings are of snonooua aignificanosp of groa*^ historical 
impoid^anoOf and are also essential to a full and ooriiploto understanding of that infoxma- 
tion with is not wlt'hsld. Xt is clear tl‘«t the file nuKjobero are vital in evaluating 
tho infoirotion attribute^', to thof?e hi^dv-level sources. (Dr. Smith wnB head of tho 
Hoophls QBUCF. Horrlaon worked in SCDC headquarters. Turner also was head of 
Maiphls RAaCP.) '' 

Also continuing to be withhold from no ij Infoiraation pertaining to Jay Rlchardi 
Kennodyt \Aio married tlio former wife of Stanley Levison. Bs was a CIA informerp on 
dome&tlo mattersp quite improper. Tlio CIA pronridofl Ma infoir 3 it^.on to tho FH. To tho 
boat of ny xeoollectiocit my ap eals from inaction on roforrala rrxair. l^iorod. The CIA 
made partial diacloauro to me in ooporato litigation in which it withhold idmt is 
discloa^i - to xj3d inibliohed by Garrow. (His spocial paranoia# takcai aorlously, is tliat 
Dr. King was Ghiooo finanood and influenced.) 



Tlioro l3 apifflrcnt l)ut highly i .prop^,?iSSS8^ in disoloal:),-, to Garrow wliat in 
vdtl^Jwld from no. That purpoao ia to na.^:a It appear to bo reasanahlo that thio KJI 
had onplo reason for auapocting that "r» Kine waa under Cooutt:-J.at Influonoe. 3y 
Ideatifjdns "Solo" and "Padoxa" to Qarrow the FBI fad him what nnkjoa its sixiilous 
poasc** ^silxlo GJidf p(j^ddl.ctal)lyf h 0 ontl tl"® Fiil recoivotl Qxt<'n3ivt) publi.c 
attxmtlon to thooo ap.txjta and tlieia only* You(plural) knefw vary wall ttot I would 
not fall for tliat irfnti of stuff oo 1* was and atlll reoalna idithhald from mo# 

If thoio error \faa a legltizwite b1 claim for theao tricks it has not been tonablo 
for yoars. It ian*t/aftar disejosuro to Cantw and Epstein. (t5y oarlier ap,?eals per- 
taining to wliat was disclosed to Epstein also reiuoin outLrol^ ignomd.) 

In tids you are laanipulatini' FOIA in an Orwellian uannort to control what ia knom 
«Ty\ believed. In rotuzn# aside for &^irli6r benerits to tlio FHl and the Do^parlaaentf 
GeritsWf who no investigation of tlie Kln^; esoassinEticHi at allf ia u s ing his 
ertensivo L^a atteatLon, tiicluaiag ooast-to-coaart TV appsaranc63f to endorse, witiiout 
qusstionlnf:, tho FKl*s clalJaed salutlon to tl» Aing asoassinatlon. Carrow j^ippr^^ased 
Duoh that is enbarraBaing to tha FBI. VRiat ha dlaoXosad on other loatters is tterely what 
hed slreaiiy boon dioclossa, jasssed up with details that are of no consequence to tho 
FBI and elaborate fiootnoting thst a3j 50 ieai*t eraberinealng but npyesla to scholars. 

Thsir» la ttw coT-tinulniT questloa, wns romalriQ withheld within the public 
domain? There is ample zBason to believo tliat most if not all was and is. 

It will require what I do not now liave tjcwn for, \fort3.-for-ifQrd cooparioona of the 
different veredLona of tliis report to doterEdUie whr.t is now disclosed tl»t hod been 

withhold, for you have taken a copy of the record that iron not [xrovioualy pr^csesod. and 

/ 

with regard to tlie aseoiptians claimed protend that you used the copy thit wao di^sclo.ied 
earlier. But you did not do that* 

is m\i di.s^cloocd on pcige 5 ^d nay have been ;fithliold initially is tho fact 
that records aro kept outside of Contz*al Coords. Esanplo, tho statoaont that oomo 
files nre "piesently held in i^r. Deeflan*o office.** I*^any years after tl^oy ijere current 



records f Gi^t ifoars nft ;r i-lng hoc asaaaaiiiatoii, a decsodo uftoi* cy firat requeetOf 

w 

and oven after several Ca^^^saionul Inveatigatieixii# Oijviiualy tliie JcLui of inforuation 
±B not within any ejoMijtlon# Tho roca rcaooii for witliiicldiiie it ia tho fact that it 
cxmflnaa wliat I*vt* told tlio all 01004 ^# tliat rocorda are withliold froQ searohors 

and can be located ^aii^rocossod* If thin hud been dioclosod earlier it would have been 
xmioh difficult to protend to a coiiploto searcli witliout searchin^j the fUea of those 
F3I diTinlons that \fere involved* <JLaot you liave now worn tbo ;)ud£^ out* 

On 30 you eledu 78 and alao ropiHJiieat aa uaclasslfiod what is withhold foUow- 
In^t **lClng was pliotograj^^jd by tho S*dl in Xoa ^tii an ^iida*** If what follows 

portoins to this the 70 claim is baseless* If it Ixusludes other infozuation* ouch aa 
’tiio allOiSQtion that l)r* Ydxic ounociatod with tiie wife of a dentist* only her nape is 
ayprdprlate for the pxivf^y clain* 

Boi>rln^ on ray oUei^tion that the FJl is tlw toil tl'vifc ruam tJti» to 

the discloouro an pueo 34 t3iat Fiil Dirt.ctor feo'/vor direotly violawd Attorney 
Kennedy *3 ordei's to destroy tills vilo raatoilal* **!ioci7Dr reiU'K.'d to do tirio and ciirected 
that it be retained in a secure location* " is procisely what ^ have <v.lo^j 0 d about 
jbe oontlnaed withholding; frofs. of Infon^xtiori tliat io kuoiiu to have asisted ai^yd 
cannot property have been destroyod* 

Willie it jjp not pocsibl^ to hi cfertcdii* if 'idiat io vilthhald on 56* Po^^^^CTPPih 
2* follows alon^ with wliat is not withheld* ^rtaining to the award ot‘ tlie Kobol 
prize to tie FlT[*o strops efforts a,<pain8t hiia and thfs AT^ diGcloccd 

cod here are not properly subject to tlis claip* indicatod only as "o** but probably 7C* 
(Orif^Lnall:' this parQ£p^];&i was clasoifiod* j^t cla^La is aocuidoned* la clear tiiat 
.tbs clain ali^royo waa a phoray* Nothi::^ in it is classifiable*) 

^Substantial quostiona x*einaia about what omtinuea to bo withheld froa those five 
pa^o. IS^rlier wi.tbhol 00 : 1 ^ 7 * pc3?tainln^ to tlm late i/tanley ‘^vison* are tho subject 
of apyeftla that roswalji entirely i^piored* 3o alao axe ap.oals portalnliig to other vdth^ 
holdin4>3 of \KUit is dlacloaod to otliore. 



Tto Attorney '^encral hinoelf has stated tliat tliLo is an ii^portant historical 
oase. The iJepartiQent hnB clainiod that It oakos naxinun poauihlo dtLscloaurs while 
in pructiod it does the opposite* Thors is an enoroous auount of Information that 
is vithiu tlie publio domain* It la dear tkuxt public domain infozraation lias been 
wltblKild t^irou^iout tills lon^ and costly HtigQitioa and manins witlibeldf gMaighgC 
inoltKUntf In thia very snail psroonta^ of tho pu^^ca of the l^luxrpby report tliat you 
claim to hove reprocoasod* 

hot only must y u know what is within the publio domain in order to fill :,nour 
zviaponaibilitiea * in this case you have t\)o file drawers of ap:.aals whi<^ have a 
voxy great nunbor of copies of pages of this publio domain infoxctaticsi that is 
attaobed to thsou' Any oxasdnatloii of this infomationf attached to tliose appealSf 
leaves it without doubt tliat the appealed withboldinga wore and booauao you continue 
to uben oro iPiiroper* cervo»no purpoaee other than hasaling met burdonlng 

t ie court and - orruvitlnc hliJtory* 

I huvui(t Qonforrod with lawyer about it but 1 imagino it would bo a helluva 
thing to whoel an entire two-drawer file eabdnat down to tlie court of 

appeals* It '.iDuld soon bo isipparunt that mato.lal facte at tea least renaiii in dispute* 
How tile appeals fuxxtion has boon converted to a maohine for withholding also would 

Sinoerolyt 
ihtrolii boisberg 

?m'J? Apologlos for the typiiig* I ata iWj.uirod to rx*op la^s elWiited and tliat 



is sideward tyidng, 



